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Editorial
This edition of Freshwater Reviews brings another selection of quality, peer-reviewed articles, 
which, I am certain you will find to be interesting and informative new rehearsals of research 
in particular aquatic systems.  David Harper and colleagues launch us with a probing analysis 
of the workings of the economically important but overexploited resources of tropical lake 
Naivasha, Kenya.  In recent years, its ecology has been dominated by interactions involving two 
alien species of fish, an invasive crayfish and floating macrophytes (Eichhornia, Salvinia).  There 
have been brave attempts to bring in more sustainable management but, as we have observed in 
previous editorials, the protection of biodiversity and good ecological function in the face of the 
demands of a burgeoning human population is an ever-increasing challenge.
The ‘new light’ cast by Andrew Tucker and Craig Williamson on the subject of UV-impacts on 
freshwater ecosystems makes for a very interesting paper.  As the authors point out, whilst the 
direct effects on biological systems are well understood to be damaging, there are many indirect, 
long-term and high-level repercussions in ecosystems exposed to continuing or varying UV 
stresses.  Not all of them have been well anticipated, especially in the context of some of the 
diseases of affecting aquatic organisms.  
Rosie Law, fresh from the successful defence of her Ph.D., provides a modern overview of the biology of the phytobenthos.  Besides 
relating newer work to the established literature (well over 100 of the references she cites, almost a half of them, have been published 
since 2000), her paper shows well the ecological foundation for the developing use of phytobenthos in habitat classification and in stream 
typology, in compliance with the European Water Framework Directive.  
It is satisfying to report that, often through the generous support and encouragement of individual members of our Editorial Board, we 
continue to attract the submission of high-quality literature reviews.  This is good: critical literature overviews are a necessary adjunct to 
research, and they are often a popular means of sharing new information with scientists and practitioners in adjacent specialisms within 
the embrace of the freshwater sciences.  At the same time, we have to recognise the factors limiting their production – primarily, the 
prioritisation of time available to potential authors, and the constraints to which its allocation is subject.  One of these is economic – there is 
a strong need for financially pressured departments to increase or support revenue income from client sources; as a result many scientists 
may be heavily engaged in revenue generation (whoever designated this soft money?).  Another is a strong current demand for both 
individuals and departments to demonstrate the worth and relevance of their work; it is entirely understandable that they should want to 
publish in journals with high awareness ratings, or impact factors.  
It is our problem that the awareness of review articles is rarely immediate, that the criteria for the award of impact factors do not favour 
specialist review journals like ours and that the time available to authors for their creation is heavily contested.   We have given a lot of 
consideration to how we might vary our editorial policies to enhance awareness of successful submissions.  
The priority we give to papers that are authoritative, intellectually accessible and of general relevance is unswerving.  This does not 
preclude controversy, so we are not at all averse to submissions that are provocative or challenging, provided arguments are logical and 
well presented in the eyes of our peer reviewers.  Among the changes that we have agreed to adopt in 2012 is a switch to publishing online 
twice per year instead of the current policy of publishing as they are ready.
This is now the norm among most scientific journals.  We believe that to adopt the most widely-used practices also maximises the 
opportunity to be awarded a current impact factor.  At the same time, we propose to economise on the costs of producing hard-copy 
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editions; in future, we will be printing in monochrome with figures printed in colour only at the author’s request (colour charges will 
apply).  However, the option of colour figures in the on-line edition will remain, and we will still pay the same attention to the quality of 
layout.
Once again, I would like to offer my appreciation of the efforts of various authors, the meticulous peer reviewers and our production team 
for their respective contributions to this edition.  Finally, a word of encouragement to all leaders, researchers and students of freshwater 
science: keep those reviews coming!
 
        Colin S.  Reynolds
        Editor
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